
Hovember 9, 1956 

Dr, P. R. Edxarda 
2CVtJpla~dRoad 
Deoatur, Qa. 

Dear Phil: 

Just rtxseived your letter. I am eorry it is @at too late to make the 
oorrection on fornxilin effect, a19 the paper is in it8 prose run now. If 
any further opportunity oomea up to amend the remark, I will take it. 

The idea of a "suppre88or tf factor ie not lnoon8i8tentwith your statement 
of differential motility: It is Just a genetic analysis of it. Ramely, the 
aouroe of lower mo?Alitg of phase-1 is a genetio factor other than the Hl 
looue itself. It 8eemd to RB likely that many straine have 8maller difference8 
in motilit$ bekrreen the taD phases, an sffeut whioh is exaggerated by this 
'tsphl'l iautor. You mentioned you had sent Brwe cultir08: I am fnm ths 
history la olear: I got thaar from Seligmanng passed them on to Bruoe, then 
from him to you, then :sxw derivatives] back again. That ia I hope they're 
all the 8am) o#tlktraa (have no real doubt about it). 

Enough of the above: I am bitterly disappointed you may not be able to 
some. If the expense-fund W.ing Is the main reason, would it help any that 
UW is a State Institution, or that the mds for th “consultationn will de- 
rife from federal 80urc189 (an Army OOntraOt, or, if necessary a m grant)? 
I can see you have many diatraotione, and other good reason8 to want 8ome 
time in the lab, but if the tuchnioalitiee are the prinoipal barrier, do 
let m4 know what we might do about them. If necs8earyJ I oan probably get 
a more offioial-looking rque8twritten up. 

Xino will be writing en ms. soon on the 52-2034 stbry: wefll trg to get 
it to you a8 8oon a8 possible, but would muoh prefer tauking it over more 
closely. 

Bith beet regards& 

Y-8 8incaraly, 
I ,i 
‘.< . 

Joshua Lederberg 


